Fs, the role that F plays within that theory, and the fact that F correlates with E. Goldman cannot retort that the learner cannot learn about Fs because having the concept of F presupposes the ability to distinguish Fs from non-Fs, as this would just beg the question against a theory-based account of concepts.
Finally, it is worrying that Goldman's argument make no appeal to special properties of folk psychological concepts. If this form of argument were valid, we could conclude that no concepts are theory-based. The argument would be that for all concepts there must be some category representation (CR) which is activated when concept instances are present and not otherwise, and this will simply not be possible for theoretical terms. The conclusion that people cannot have the concepts "proton," "gene," or "force' is counterintuitive enough to provide a reductio of Goldman's argument, if one were needed.
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